Recent letters to the editor (1,2) reveal concern among some pedologists about the direction and character of our discipline. Daniels (2) protested .that we are losing much of what distinguishes us as pedologists as we become more laboratory oriented at the expense of field work.-Bicki and Tandarich (1) agreed and suggested that at least part of the problem may be that pedologists have lost touch with our roots in geography and Quaternary geology. We share these concerns and offer our own reflections here.
organization of the USDA in the early 1950s removed research from the soil survey program. We contend that the soil-geomorphology projects were essentially a lag from the earlier era, and when the principals responsible for the projects were gone, so too were the projects. Close ties between academics and field soil-survey staff are, of course, maintained today, but an institutional framework for large-scale research projects on the scale of the old soil-geomorphology projects is no longer in place. We maintain that both pedology and the soil survey have suffered as a result.
Large-scale projects are needed to revitalize pedology. The global-change research imperative now demands models of soil evolution and pedosphere-biosphere interaction that we would be better able to provide had the geomorphology projects continued. While we have languished, research in geology has flourished, partly because of economics, but perhaps more importantly 1>ecause successful paradigms (e.g., plate tectonics) have inspired sufficient public confidence for massive funding. Tb.ere are no pedological projects comparable to the Ocean Drilling Project, for example, even though understanding Quaternary soil-landscape evolution is at least as important as understanding the evolution of the ocean basins. To most of our scientific colleagues, we fear that soil remains just dirt, especially to those with the power to allocate funds.
Pedology is a young science. But it has the intellectual foundations necessary to take its place among the more established disciplines. We must recognize that our discipline is grounded in field work, backed up by laboratory analyses. The study of soil processes in time and space is what makes pedology unique. At present, the soil-landscape evolution paradigm is the natural path for pedology to follow, and one that will allow it to achieve the stature it deserves. The paradigm cannot develop, however, without large-scale institutional support. Whether that support should again come from the Soil Conservation Service, we cannot say; we can only say a new vision is needed. 
